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COIlv1aint

2. Describing fur products 01' ful's which have been

bleached , dyed or otherwise artificially eolored by the name
of mink or by any othcr lllimal name or names without dis-
c10sing that the said fur products or furs \vere bleached

dyed or othcrwise artificicdly colored.
i1. Failing when a fur or fur product is pointed 01' con-

tains 01' is composed of bleached , dyed or othcrwise artifi-
cia1ly colorcd fur, to disclosc such fads as a part of thc re-
quircd information on invoices pcrtaining th( reto.

It is furthM' o'iYlm' ecl That the rcspondcnt corporation shall
JOl'thwithdisLribuk a copy of this onl( l' to each 01 it.s npl' mting
di\'isions.

I t is faTtlleT ordeTed That the rcspondents h( rein shall , within
sixty (tJO) days aJter service upon them of this order, iiJe wit-h the
Commission t report in writing setting forth in detail the manner
and form in 'which they have cornplie.d with this order.

I;. TIlE L\' i':l

FHANK &; SHAKALIS , r1\c. , leT AL.

CONSENT OIWEU , ETC. , IN mWARD TO TilE ALLl':m:D VIOLATION OF

THE FEDERAL 'lI ADE CO BnssION A:KD TJIEFUI PRODUCTS

LABmXI\' G ACTS

Df)cket 0-161' 0, CO'l/plaint

, ,

fal1, 1fJiO-Dccisiml , Ja.n, 11, 1n70

Consent order requiring a j\Ypw York City llWH\1factnring furrier to cease
falsely invokillJ.. dt:cP11tiveJy gnarnntt't'ing (Iud misbranding ij fu!" lJ,"od-

11ets,

COMPL:\IN'

Pursuant to the provisions of the F'ede.ral Trade Commission Act
and the Fur Prod nets Labeling Act , and by virtuc of the authority
resteel in it by said Ads, the Federal Trade Commissi()J , having
rcason to belicve that Frank & Shakalis , Inc. , a eorporation , and lj-
ehaci F' rank and Andrew Shakalis, individl1al1y and as offcers of
said corporation, hcreinafter refcrred to as respondents , have vio-
lated the provisions of sajd Acts and the Hules and Hcgulations pro-
mulgated under the Fur Products Labeling Act , and it appcaring to
the Cornmissjon that a proceeding by it in rcspect thereof wonld he
in the public interest, hereby jssues its complaint stating jt.s charges
1n that respect as follows:
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PARAGRAPH 1. Respondent Frank & Shakalis, Inc. , is a corporation
organized , existing and doing business under and by virt\l( of the

laws of the State of New York.
Hespondents l\Iichacl Frank and Andrew Shakalis arc offcers of

the corporate rcspondent: They formulate, direct and control the

ads , pnletices and policies of the said corporate respondent including
t.hose hen inafter sd forth.

Hespondents arc manufacturers of fur products with their offce
and principal place of business located at 130 'Vest 30th Street, New
York, New York.
PAR. 2. Respondents are now and for some titHe last past have

been cngagt d in the introduction into commerce , and in the manu-
facturing for introduction into commerce , and in the sale , advertising,
and off( ring for sale in commeree, and in the transportation and dis-
tributjon ill commeree , of fur products; and have manufaetured for
sale, sold, a.dvertised , offered for sale, transported and distributed
fur products ",hieh have been made in whole or in part of furs
which have been shipped and received in commerce, as the terms
collmeree

" "

fur" and " fur product" are defined in the Fur Prod-
ncts Labeling Act.

PAR. 3. Cert.ain of said fur products were misbranded in that they
were faJsely and deceptively labeled to sbow that fur contained

therein was natural, when in fact such fur was pointed , bleached
dyed , t.ip-dyed , or otherwise artifieiaIJy colored, in violation of Sec-

tion 1 (1) of the Fur Products Labeling Act.
PAIt. 4. Certain of said fur products were misbranded in that they

were not labeled as re(luirccl under the provisions of Section I) (2) of
the r'-' ur Products Labeling A_ct and in the rnanner and form pre-
scribed 'by the I ules and Regulations promulgated thereunder.

Among such misbranded fur products, but not limited thereto
were fur products with lahels whieh failed to diselose that the fur
contained in the fur products was bleached , dyed , or otherwise arti-
ficially colored , when snch V.'S the fact.

5. Certain of said fur products were misbranded in violation
of the Fur Proc1ucts Labeling A_ct in that they were not labeled in

accordance with Rules and HeglllatiollS promulgated thereunder in
the following respects:

(a) The terIn "natural" was not used on Jabels to describe fur
products which were not pointed , bleached, dyed, tip-dyed , or other-
wise artificially colored , in violation of Uule 19 (g) of said Hules and
RegulaLions.
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J.) Jkcisiun and Onler

(1)) Heqllired item numbers were not set forth OIl labels, in viola-
tion of Rule 40 of said Hnles and Regulations.

P;\H. 6. Cert.a.in of said fur products were falsely and deceptively

iu\"oic.ed hy t.he respondents in that they were not invoiced as re-
quired by Seetion 5 (b) (I) of the Fur PJ'ducts Labeling Act and

Lbe Hnles and Regulations promulgated under such Act.
Among snch falsely and deceptively invoiced fur produets, but not

limited thereto , were Iur products covered by invoices which failed
to disclose that the fur eontained in the fur products was bleached

dyed , or otherwise artificially colored, when such was the fact.
PAH. 7. Certain of said fur products were falsely and deceptively

iJl\"oiced in that said fur products were invoiced to show that the

fur contained therein was natural , when in fact such fur was

pointed , bleached , dyed , tip-dyed or otherwise art.ificially colored , in
violation of Section 5(b) (2) of the Fur Products Labeling Act.
PAR. 8. Certain of said fur products werc falsely and deceptively

illYoicec1 in violation of the Fur Products Labeling Act in that they
\'0('1'0 not invoiced in accorda.nce with the H,uJes and R( gulatjolls pro-
H1l1g,ltet1 thereunder inasmuch as required item numbers were not
set forth on invoices, ill violation of n,llie 40 of said ltulcs awl

g\llations.
P..\n. 9. Respondents furnished false guaranties under Section

10 (b) of the Fur Products Lahcling Act with respect to certain of
their fur products by falsely representing in writing that respond-

nts had a eontinning gllaranty on file with the Federal Trade Com-
mission when respondents in furnishing such guaranties had reason

t.o bdieve that the iur prodlH t.s so falsely guarantied would be intro-
(lnced , sold , tril,nsporte,cl and distributed in commerce, in violation of
Rule 1R(c) of said Rules and Regulations under the Fur Products

Lc,hcling Aet and ScetiOll 10 (b) of said Act.
\R. 10. The aforesaid acts and practices of respondents , as herein

aHegecl , are in violation of the Fur Products LabeJjng Act and the
Hliles a.nd RegnJations promulgated thereunder and constitute un-
lair methods of competition and unfair and deceptive acts and prac-
tice,s in commerce under the Federal Trade Commission Act.

DECISION AND Onn1'l

The Federal Tra(Ie COlnmission having initia.ted an investigation
of certain acts and practices of the respondents named in the caption
hereof, and the respondents having been furnished thereafter with a
copy of a draft of complaint which the Bureau of Textiles and Furs

!G7 - 07-7:3-
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proposed to present to the Commission for its consideration and

which if issued by the Commission, would charge :' spondcnts with

violation of the Federal Trade Commission Act and the Fur Prod-
ucts Labeling Act; and

The respo ldcnts and counsel lor the Commission having there-
after exe,cutec1 an ngrcerncnt conta, ining a consent order, a.n admission

by the respondents of all the jurisdictional facts set forth in the
aforcsaid dn1ft of complaint, a statement that the signing of said

agreement is for settlement purposes only and does not constitute an
admission by respondents that the law has been violated as allcgcd
in snch complaint, and waivers and other provisions as required by
the Commission 8 Rules; and

The Commission having tlu reafter considered the matter and hav-
ing determined that it had reason to believe that the respondents

have violated the said Ads, and that cornplaint should issue stating

its charges in that respect , and having thereupon accepted the exe-
cuted consent agreement and phu €d such agreement on the public
record lor a pl l'iocl of thirty (;30) days , now in further conformity
with the pl'Ceclllre prescribed in 92 34 (b) of its Rules , the Commis-
sion hereby issnes its cornp1aint" makes the folIowing jurisdictional
findings , and entcrs thc :following ordcr:

1. Hespondent Frank & ShakaJis, Inc. , is a corporation organized
existing and doing busincss under and by virtue of thc laws of the

State of ow York.
Hespondents Iichael Frank and Andrew Shakalis are offcers of

said corporation. They formulate , dircct, and control the acts , prac-
tices l,lld policies of said corporation.

Hcspoudmli.s am 11lannfactul'rt-J of fill' products wit.h tJleir oHiC(

and principal place of business located at 130 West ;30th Street , New
York , Kcw York.

2. The .Federal Trade Cornrnission has jurisdiction of the subjeet
matter of this pl'oeeecling and of the rcspondcnts , and the proceed-
ing is in the public interest.

OUDEn

1 t 'it) onleTed That respondents Frank & Shalmlis , Inc. , a corpora-
tiOll , aml its ol-rj('( , and \Tjcha.c1 Frank flnd Andre:,'.' Shak:). liB. indi-
vidually and as oHicel's of said corporation, and l'espOI dents
rcpresentatives, agents and employees, dirc ctly or through any cor-

porate or other device, in connection with the introduction , or rnanu-
facture for introduction , into commerce, or the sale, advertising or
oiIering 101' sale in commerce , or the transportation or distribution
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Ord,

in commerce, of any fur pl'oduet; or -in connect-ion with the 
manu-

fncturc '101' sale , sale , advertising, offering for sale , transpoTta.tion or

distribution of any fur product which is made in whole orin 
part of

fur which has been shipped and l'eceived in COfflncrcc
, as the terms

commerce

" "

-fnr" a.nd "fur produce' are defined in the Fur Prod-
ucts l.abeling Act , do forthwith cease and desist from:

A. J\lisb:randing fur products by:
1. Hepresenting, directly or by implication, on labels that

the fur contained -in any fUT product is natural when the
fur contained thercin is pointed , bleached , dyed, tip-dyed

or otherwise lltificialJy colored.
2. Failing to affx labels to fur products showing in

words nnd in ligures plainly legible all of th( information

required to be disclosed by each of the subsections of Sec-

tion 4(2) of the Fur Products Labeling Act.
3. Failing; to SE t forth "natural" as part of the informa-

tion required to be disclosed on labels under the Fur Prod-
ucts La.b( hllg j\.d and tlll :RllleS 1wd Hegnlai.ions promul-
gated Lhel'elmder to dC'scl'ibe fur products \yhich are not
pointed , b1e lclH'd dyed tip-dyed, or othcrwise artjfjeially
colored.

L!. Failing to set forth on labels the item number 01'

mark a.ssigEed to each sm:h ful' pn)duc..
B. False1y OJ. clccept.i\' ely jllvo1cing fur pJ'odnct.s hy:

1. Failing to furnish in voices, as the term " invoice" is de-

fined in the Fur Products Labeling Act, shmvhlg in wordH
and figures plainly legible all the information required to
be discJosed by each 01 the subsections of Section 5 (b) (J)
of the J, ur Products Labcbng Ad.

2. Hepl'cscnLing, directly or by implication , on invoices

that the fur contained in the fuT' products is natunl1 when
such fur is pointed, blc lehed , dyed , tip-dyed , or otherwise

artificially colorcd.

t Ij'a.ling to set -forth on invoices the itmll number or
mark assigned to each such fur product.

1 t is jru'Tther o1"de1'cd
That respondents Frank & Shakalis , Inc. , a

corporation, and its offcers , and JHichacl Frank and Andrew Shak-
alis , individually and as off( ers of said corporation, and rcspond-
ents ' representatives , agcnts and employees , directly or through any
corporate or othcr device , do forthwith cease and desist from fur-
nishing a fa1s(: gu;u:tnty that any fur prodllct is not misbranded.
falsely invoieed or fahocly advertised when the respondents have rea
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SOH to bdi(:\' thnt s1Ich fnr product IIlilY be introduced , sold , trans-
ported , or distributed in cornrnCl'ce.

J t -(8 fudher ordered That respondents notify the Commission at
least ;- o days prior thereto of any proposed change in the corporate
respondent such as dis'301ution , assignInP,nt or sale resulting in the

enWl'gcncc of a successor corporation , the creation or dissolution of
subsiZEaries or any other change in the corporation \vhieh may aHect
compliance obligations arising out of the order.

It is l/lrtlwr ordeTed That the respondent corporation shall forth-
with (listl'ilmte a eopy of this order to each of its operating
divisions.

It is fllTther' ordered That the respondents herein shaJl , within
sixty (GO) days after service upon them of this order, file with the
Commi sioll a report in writing setting forth in tail the manncr
and form in which they ha ve complied with this order.

IN' 'rUE MATTER OF

S. B. LEVIN FlJI CO. , ET AI,.

COX SENT ORDEH , ETC. , 11' REGAHD TO THE AI,, EGED VIOLATION 01'
THE li'EDERAL TRADE COJ\Il\HSSION AND TIIr UR PRODUC'

LABELING ACTS

Docket 0-1611. Oompla,int , ,fan. 1, lrJl0-lJccision, Jan. 14, 1910

Consent order requiring a e\y York Cily wholpsale furri( r to t:ease falseJy in-

voicing its fur products.
COMPLAINT

Pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Trade Commission Act
and the Fur Products Labeling Act, and by virtue of the authority
\Jested in it by said Acts, the Federal Trade Commission , having
reason to believc that. S. B. Lr:vin Fill' Co. , a part,nership, and S Hn-
Ltel B. Levin , Irene Leyill and Edith Fallek, individually and as co-
partners trading as S. B. Levin Fur Co. , hereinaftcr referred to as
respondcnts , have violated the provisions of said Acts and the Rules
and Regnlations promulgated under the l ur Products Labeling Act
and it appearing to the Commission that a proceeding by it in re-
spect t!H' 1'' of would 1m in t.he public illt.n' hereby iSSlWS its com-
plaint stating its charges ill that respect as follows:

P",d1AGi \PH L Respondcnt S. B. Levin Fur Co. is a partnershjp,
existing and doing busjllcSS in the State of N c'v York. Respondents


